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somebody from practicing a religion. 
That is what it says. So we have taken 
that and run with it. 

So in 1962, the Supreme Court ruled 
the following prayer as being unconsti-
tutional, and this is what the prayer 
said: ‘‘Almighty God, we acknowledge 
our dependence on Thee, and we beg 
Thy blessings upon us, our teachers 
and our country.’’ I do not want any-
one to believe that I am saying that a 
teacher ought to get on a PA system, 
or the superintendent, or a teacher 
ought to get up in class and proselytize 
or try to promote a particular religious 
agenda. I do not believe that at all. But 
it seems to me that many of the rul-
ings that we have had have taken us 
far afield from what the Founding Fa-
thers originally espoused. 

Benjamin Franklin said this: ‘‘We 
have been assured, Sir, in the Sacred 
Writings that except the Lord build the 
house, they labor in vain that build it. 
I firmly believe this. I also believe that 
without His concurring aid, we shall 
succeed in the political building no 
better than the builders of Babel; we 
shall be divided by our little, partial 
local interests; our projects will be 
confounded; and we ourselves shall be-
come a reproach and a byword down to 
future ages.’’ 

And he goes on to say this: ‘‘I there-
fore beg leave to move that, hence-
forth, prayers imploring the assistance 
of Heaven and its blessing on our delib-
eration be held in this assembly every 
morning before we proceed to busi-
ness.’’ So that is the inception of why 
we have a prayer on the House floor 
and in the Senate every day before we 
begin business. And obviously Ben 
Franklin was one of the Framers of the 
Constitution, and yet he did not seem 
to see that prayer was to be abolished. 

George Washington said this: ‘‘The 
propitious,’’ or favorable, ‘‘smiles of 
Heaven can never be expected on a Na-
tion that disregards the eternal rules 
of order and right which Heaven itself 
has ordained.’’ So when he talks about 
eternal rules of order and right which 
Heaven has ordained, obviously he is 
talking about some immutable prin-
ciples. He is talking about some values 
which do not shift with the sands and 
the whims of individuals. So he obvi-
ously would not agree with 
postmodernism. 

David Barton, the historian, says 
this: ‘‘Franklin had warned that ‘for-
getting God’ and imagining that we no 
longer needed his ‘concurring aid’ 
would result in internal disputes, the 
decay of the Nation’s prestige and rep-
utation, and a diminished national suc-
cess. Washington had warned that if re-
ligious principles were excluded, the 
Nation’s morality and political pros-
perity would suffer. Yet, despite such 
clear words, in cases beginning in 1962, 
the Supreme Court offered rulings 
which eventually divorced the Nation, 
its schools, and its public affairs for 
more than three centuries of heritage. 
America is now learning experientially 
what both Washington and Franklin 

knew to be true; we are suffering in 
very areas they predicted.’’ 

So in referring to the establishment 
clause, I would like to just make a cou-
ple of observations: In 1992, that the 
Supreme Court ruled that an invoca-
tion and benediction at a graduation 
ceremony in a high school was uncon-
stitutional. The Court held that a 
minute of silence in a school was un-
constitutional. In a minute of silence, 
somebody might look out the window, 
somebody might think about their his-
tory test, somebody might say a pray-
er, but certainly this was not infring-
ing, I would not think, on anyone’s re-
ligious principles. In a student-led 
prayer at a football game, the students 
had voted that they wanted a prayer 
before the football game, a student 
would lead the prayer, and the Su-
preme Court said that is not constitu-
tional. 

So the thing that has happened is 
that we have seen some jurists who 
seem to have taken what I would say 
great liberty with the Constitution. So 
the Constitution is increasingly inter-
preted as a ‘‘living document,’’ in 
quotes. So the Constitution is not in-
terpreted as it was written, but rather 
as Justices believe it should be written 
and as it has become. So this ‘‘living 
document’’ hypothesis has changed 
things dramatically. 

The makeup of the courts and the 
will of Congress will greatly influence 
whether we continue to drift further 
from our spiritual heritage or draw 
close to those values upon which our 
Nation was founded. I believe that No-
vember’s elections will directly influ-
ence not only the makeup of the Con-
gress, but also ultimately the nature of 
the courts, and this is something I 
think we need to pay close attention 
to. 

So there is no question that we are 
engaged in a cultural and spiritual 
struggle of huge proportion. Much is at 
stake. I can only hope that the prin-
ciples upon which this Nation were 
founded remain preeminent. 

f 

THE STATE OF OUR ECONOMY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
KING of Iowa). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 7, 2003, the 
gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. 
PALLONE) is recognized for 60 minutes 
as the designee of the minority leader. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I lis-
tened attentively to my Republican 
colleague’s remarks, and I do have a 
great deal of respect for the gentleman, 
but I have to take issue, I should say, 
with some of the comments he made. 

First of all, as much as he discussed 
about how the situation has improved 
in Iraq, and I am not sure that that is 
the case, but he did talk about how the 
U.S. has spent so much money on Iraq, 
in reconstruction in Iraq, and hos-
pitals, schools, other activities, the 
bottom line is that much of that 
money I think would have been better 
spent here. 

When I was home during the district 
work period, I think most people know 
that the Congress was in recess from 
the end of July during the time of the 
Democratic convention until last week 
during the Republican convention, and 
I heard constantly in my district office 
at the forums that I held, at the open 
houses at my offices, about the prob-
lems that Americans were facing, peo-
ple who had lost their jobs, people who 
had tried to find another job and found 
another job that paid less or did not 
provide the same benefits, people who 
had lost their health insurance; and I 
really do not believe that the situation 
the gentleman described about the 
economy is at all rosy. 

The economy is not doing well. The 
average person is really feeling 
squeezed because what is happening is 
they work harder, and, as the gen-
tleman mentioned, productivity is up, 
but wages are not keeping up with it, 
and Americans find themselves work-
ing harder, earning less money, and 
facing increased costs for gas, schools 
to send their kids to college, and 
health insurance. 
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They are really not very optimistic 
about the future of the economy, be-
cause the situation seems to be getting 
worse over the last 4 years. 

So this evening I wanted to really 
pose, and I see some of my colleagues 
are here, so I would like to start with 
some of them, but I would really like 
to pose the question about whether or 
not over the last 4 years Americans’ 
lives have improved or gotten worse. I 
think for most people, the answer is 
definitely that they have gotten worse. 

When you ask people are they better 
off today than they were 4 years ago 
when President Bush began his Presi-
dency, the answer is no, they are not 
better off. I realize that my Republican 
colleagues spend a lot of time talking 
about how the situation has improved 
in Iraq; but, frankly, I think in many 
ways the money that has been spent in 
Iraq for reconstruction, for sewers, for 
hospitals, for education, has been spent 
at the expense of what could be done 
here, because as we know, many Amer-
icans really face increased costs and 
the inability to access health insur-
ance, the inability to send their kids to 
the college of their choice, the inabil-
ity in many cases even to be able to 
find an apartment or to pay for the gas 
so they can go to work. 

I know that I do not want to always 
be pessimistic, I like to think optimis-
tically, but the picture that the Repub-
licans paint and the picture painted at 
the Republican convention last week 
about a rosy America and things get-
ting better and jobs being more avail-
able, these things just simply are not 
true. The economy is not doing well. 
The job situation is not good. Most im-
portantly, Americans feel increasingly 
that they work harder and that they 
have to pay more and that they get 
less. 
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I have some of my colleagues here to-

night. I see the gentlewoman from 
Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE) is here. I 
know she also waited through the last 
hour listening to our Republican 
speaker. I would like to yield to her at 
this time. 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. 
Speaker, I thank the distinguished gen-
tleman for yielding. I am very pleased 
to join him and to also be joined as 
part of this Special Order by the gen-
tlewoman from Chicago, Illinois (Ms. 
SCHAKOWSKY). 

I think the wait is important, be-
cause as we return from the work re-
cess, and I am glad the gentleman men-
tioned a number of constituents that 
he encountered, all of us have, whether 
they have been in our own respective 
districts or States, but around the Na-
tion, I think we are at a precipice, we 
are at a crisis, we are at a no-return 
point. 

What saddens me is that we have a 
collective body of the executive and 
the majority in Congress that refuses 
to deal with the issues that we have 
heard from our constituents. Might I 
say to you that I did not see an R on 
these constituents or a D or an I, 
meaning Independent, or a non-voter or 
someone who is nonpartisan or bipar-
tisan. I saw average Americans plead-
ing with Members of Congress to get 
the job done. 

Might I just share with you what our 
colleagues are going to be spending 
their time on as we look toward the 
November election. Rather than spend-
ing intense time on getting a serious 
appropriations bill, because, as you 
well know, we are told that we may 
have to return for a lame duck session, 
and the only reason is because we are 
going to take up a lot of time, not on 
the serious issues, but on the frivolous 
issues that will just create the kind of 
political and social divisiveness that 
the Republicans want to see happening. 

For example, I am told that the other 
body is going to take up the flag-burn-
ing amendment. As I understand it, 
Flag Day was 2 or 3 months ago. All of 
us understand that there are dif-
ferences of opinion; but, more impor-
tantly, I do not know the last time 
that a flag in the United States has 
been burned over the last 20 years. So 
we are going to be dealing with that 
debate and question. 

I understand they are going to be 
talking about abortion, taxes, reform-
ing the legal system, and, of course, 
amending the Constitution. None of 
those deal with the issues that are 
hurting Americans today, Americans 
who are trying to send their children 
to college, those of us who have seen 
young people graduate from high 
school and their parents, middle-class 
parents, not having the resources, the 
Pell grants, the various scholarships 
that are necessary, because they hap-
pen to be in the middle-class squeeze. 
Many of them, in fact, are part of those 
3 million who have lost jobs under the 
Republican Congress and Republican 

administration. In fact, this adminis-
tration has already lost almost 2 mil-
lion jobs; more than 5 million Ameri-
cans have lost their health care, and 
jobs are still being shipped overseas. 

So I would just like to briefly focus 
on health care and focus on security. I 
serve on the Select Committee on 
Homeland Security and spent a number 
of days in the month of August in hear-
ings here in Washington, had the privi-
lege of joining my colleagues, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. ORTIZ), and the 
gentleman from Texas (Mr. TURNER), at 
the border looking at crisis issues deal-
ing with the necessary resources that 
our Border Patrol needs. 

By the way, our Border Patrol said 
they do not want the military there, as 
many of the Republicans have tried to 
do over and over again, but they do 
want increased resources to secure the 
homeland by safeguarding the border. 

But let me just simply say in the 
course of looking at America’s needs, 
in addition to the loss of 2 to 3 million 
jobs and no replacement of such, the 
last month we saw only 144,000 jobs, 
way below the necessary job creation 
in order to catch up with the 3 million 
jobs lost. 

While I was home in the district, I 
had a teacher that used to be, I believe, 
either a Teamster or steel worker, I 
think he was a Teamster, and he was 
indicating that he educated himself 
through his union work. He cannot get 
health insurance for his children 
through the State of Texas. He is a 
teacher teaching our children, but he 
cannot afford the kind of quality 
health insurance; he cannot pay for it. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, reclaim-
ing my time, I have to say, when I had 
the open houses, and at my typical 
open house I will have 100 people show 
up at one of my offices, that was the 
biggest concern. People had lost their 
health insurance, were not able to get 
it on the job anymore. 

Again, the problem that I see is that 
this Bush administration talks about 
how they are going to improve access 
to health insurance, how they are 
going to improve access to college, No 
Child Left Behind. But when you talk 
to the people, the reality is things are 
getting worse on every one of these 
fronts. We saw statistics 2 weeks ago, a 
report came out, that said we started 
out with 40 million uninsured 4 years 
ago. Now it is 45 million. Just an exam-
ple. 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. If the 
gentleman will yield further, it is con-
tinuing to grow. I know we as a body, 
as a Congress, have increased our ac-
cess to the Web or access to the Inter-
net. It would be interesting as we de-
bate these issues in Special Orders, 
would it not be interesting to have peo-
ple sign on to the Web: ‘‘I agree with 
this issue,’’ ‘‘I disagree.’’ 

I would venture to say you would get 
40 to 45 million hits on this question of 
health care and the uninsured, because 
it involves working people. That is 
what I think our colleagues, and that 

is why I am so concerned and so much 
wanting to respond to your question, 
are we better off today than we were 4 
years ago, because the question is, we 
should be going forward. 

What does going forward mean? It 
means we cannot talk about 44 million 
that did not have the insurance 4 years 
ago, and we are now 4 years later and 
we have done nothing as a Congress to 
stem the tide, or the Republican ad-
ministration, to stem the tide of this 
travesty. 

As I look at other issues that are im-
pacting Americans, the other one that 
comes in at a very high level is, how 
would you say it, the dismantling of 
the pension systems of Americans 
around the country, whether it is a 
public pension system, a private pen-
sion system. Of course, Enron happens 
to be the poster child for that. But 
every single day Americans are finding 
out that their pensions are being de-
creased, diminished, or eliminated. 

We have sought not to do something 
about that. We decided to give 1 per-
cent of the richest Americans millions 
of dollars in tax cuts, but yet we have 
refused to come and deal with the 
bread and butter issues that Americans 
are concerned about. 

I am concerned that Americans have 
to deal with these bread and butter 
issues. I am concerned that our moth-
ers and fathers, whom we claim to be 
the Greatest Generation, tomorrow 
will have to pay a 17 percent increase 
in their premium on their Medicare. I 
have yet to call home to my mom to be 
able to sort of say it softly, because I 
know what that will mean to someone 
like her that is on a fixed income. She 
is only symbolic of the millions of sen-
ior citizens on fixed income. 

I hesitate to think, a $2 billion check 
going to Florida, and by the way, not 
much money got to New York after 9– 
11 as quickly as it got to Florida, and 
I want it to go to Florida. I will be vot-
ing unanimously on it, I think it was 
passed unanimously tonight. But there 
are senior citizens who are not only 
suffering from Charley and Frances, 
but now they are getting hit from 
Washington, D.C. with a 17 percent in-
crease in their premium. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, reclaim-
ing my time, I just wanted to say if 
you listen to the President during his 
acceptance speech at the convention, 
he said that he was going to do all 
these things for seniors. Of course, he 
trumpeted the so-called prescription 
drug benefit that kicks in in 2 years, in 
2006, which I think is a sham. 

But when asked about this 17 percent 
increase in premiums for Medicare part 
B, he said, oh, that is because health 
care costs have gone up. But what he 
neglected to mention was the biggest 
factor in this increase is the fact that 
with that prescription drug so-called 
benefit, which you and I realize is real-
ly not going to be a benefit in 2 years, 
so much money has gone to the insur-
ers that that is resulting in the part B 
increase in premium going up 17 per-
cent. There is a link between the two. 

VerDate Aug 04 2004 04:51 Sep 08, 2004 Jkt 029060 PO 00000 Frm 00037 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K07SE7.077 H07PT1



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH6746 September 7, 2004 
So, once again, they say we are going 

to help the seniors, and the reality is 
that their health care costs are going 
up tremendously. We have not had an 
increase like that in part B in any-
body’s memory. I do not know if there 
has ever been that much of an increase. 
A lot of it is linked to this sham Medi-
care prescription drug benefit because 
so much money is going to the insurers 
and not actually coming back to the 
seniors, not to mention it does not 
even go into effect for a couple of 
years. 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. 
Speaker, if the gentleman will yield 
further, I see my colleagues here. Let 
me try to at least bring a few points 
out, and then yield back to the gen-
tleman, because I know that everyone 
in their communities are finding this 
out. 

Let me add not only to the pharma-
ceuticals, but the HMOs are taking a 
large chunk of these dollars as well, 
and the services, look, when you see 
doctors, they are complaining about 
the complexity of the Medicare system, 
the dismantling of the Medicaid sys-
tem almost, where they cannot utilize 
that. So the victims in this are the 
medical professionals, nurses, nurse 
practitioners, doctors, hospitals and 
the actual consumer of the product and 
the other guys who stand alongside. 

By the way, we all come from com-
munities where we know that there is a 
lot of good work that pharmaceuticals 
can do. My problem is that the bad 
part of the business has been enhanced 
by this Republican agenda, that is, the 
3-hour vote we had on Medicare, versus 
the good part, because pharmaceuticals 
do some good work. But the question is 
the benefit has not gone to the con-
sumers. It has actually gone, in fact, to 
these folk that are putting money in 
their pocket. 

What else has happened? On the front 
page of the Houston Chronicle today, 
and I think the article is all over the 
country, millions of dollars are being 
cut from research labs and research 
universities in America. The highest 
percentage of research dollars started 
in 1999 under President Clinton, and it 
continued that momentum. Now, under 
this administration, there are research 
professors that do not even know 
whether they will be employed. The 
very same researchers who found the 
human genome and other kinds of out-
standing opportunities that we had in 
research, can you believe it, they are 
going to be shut down because we are 
cutting their research money. 

Let me quickly just go to this ques-
tion of homeland security because I 
think it is enormously important to 
point out tragically that the war in 
Iraq and the Afghan war, many of us 
understand that there is a need to fin-
ish what unfortunately was started in 
the wrong way. 

But the problem is, as evidenced by 
the tragedy of seven Marines being 
killed in the last 24 hours, August 
being the highest number of casualties 

among our soldiers over the past cou-
ple of months, no enunciated exit 
strategy. 

Now, let me make it very clear be-
cause our candidate, Senator KERRY, 
has received a beating because he has 
been honest, because he indicated that 
he voted against the $87 billion, not out 
of flip-flop, but because the $87 billion 
was not getting the job done and it was 
destroying the domestic agenda. 

But the real question is what kind of 
exit strategy, with honor, does this ad-
ministration, this Republican Con-
gress, have? They absolutely have 
none. How do they mix that, Afghani-
stan’s security and Iraq’s security, 
with the idea of homeland security? I 
did not hear one word, much of discus-
sion, of homeland security in the 4 or 5 
days of that convention. 

But let me just point out for you 
what is happening with homeland secu-
rity in this country. A task force head-
ed by former Senator Warren Rudman 
found that the United States remains 
dangerously ill prepared to handle a 
catastrophic attack on American soil. 
This is not a partisan report, but is 
cited by the 9/11 Commission. 

It specifically said the Bush budgets 
would leave a $98.4 billion funding gap 
for first responders over the next 5 
years, a finding the Rand Corporation 
essentially seconded. 

I do not believe any of these have 
Democratic credentials or are part of 
any sort of partisan activity. 

This year the President is proposing 
to slash more than $600 million, 14 per-
cent, from first responder funding. 
Similarly, the Bush administration has 
allocated less than $500 million for port 
security, even though the Coast Guard 
estimates that $7.5 billion is needed in 
the next decade. This is the homeland 
security of this Congress and the home-
land security of this administration. 
The majority leader said that the 9/11 
Commission report is going to be high 
on the agenda. Maybe it is going to be 
high on the agenda, but they do not 
want to do one single thing that the 9/ 
11 Commission has suggested, including 
the fact that this so-called intelligence 
director, I believe, and I have legisla-
tion on this, should be a cabinet-level 
position. I think that is crucial in the 
work that we are trying to do. 

I believe that we have come back and 
there is no agenda in this Congress; 
and, frankly, I think it is important for 
the American people if they can sign 
on to a Web site and say stop fooling 
around with frivolous issues, divisive 
issues, and issues that do not provide 
the bread and butter questions that 
Americans are asking, get to work. 
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I hope that the Democrats will be 
able to say to the Republicans in this 
House, we need to work on behalf of 
the American people, not the Novem-
ber 2nd election of which they are try-
ing to establish an agenda for and, as a 
result, the American people are suf-
fering. I am delighted to join the gen-

tleman and I hope that we will con-
tinue to work so that the American 
people can see that there are those who 
believe that their jobs are to improve 
their quality of life. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I want 
to thank the gentlewoman. I know I 
started out asking the question, are 
you better off than you were 4 years 
ago, and I was primarily focusing on it 
from an economic point of view. But as 
the gentlewoman points out, from a se-
curity point of view as well, we can 
easily say that in the aftermath of 9– 
11, we can say that the recommenda-
tions of the 9–11 Commission and the 
idea of making the homeland more se-
cure, we can really not make the case 
that that has happened either under 
this administration, so I think that is 
a good point that the gentlewoman 
makes. 

I yield to the gentlewoman from Illi-
nois. 

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman from New Jersey 
for leading us in these Special Orders 
so that we can talk truth to the Amer-
ican people. 

The fact of the matter is that a large 
majority of Americans do think that 
the country is going in the wrong di-
rection. They do not think they are 
better off today. In listening to some of 
our colleagues on the Republican side, 
it sounds like they think that the 
American people just do not get it; 
that if they would just look at their 
charts and really understand the truth, 
they would understand that things are 
really better. 

But the fact of the matter is that it 
is the Republicans who do not get it, or 
are not listening to the people who are 
telling them that no, in fact, maybe 
they do not even read the newspapers, 
except the articles they like to read, 
because the headlines, I think it was 
during the convention, in fact, that 
were saying that, in fact, a million 
more people now are without any 
health insurance in the United States 
of America, that more Americans have 
fallen into poverty in the United 
States of America. The fact that there 
is the kind of poverty that we have 
here in the richest country in the 
world is a disgrace in and of itself, or 
that there are people without health 
care. 

We are facing health care issues in 
my family, and one of my loved ones 
was just in the emergency room, got a 
bill for one night in the emergency 
room, $16,500. Now, fortunately, she has 
health insurance. What if she did not? 
She would have a bill for $16,500. You 
find me an American family that can 
easily absorb that kind of thing. 

Mr. Speaker, we know that college 
tuition is up. We know that wages for 
average workers are down. We know 
that there are problems in after-school 
programs all over. We know that prop-
erty taxes are going up, often wiping 
out any possible tax benefit that they 
may have had on their income tax, if 
any. We know that seniors are going to 
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be paying more for Medicare. Maybe 
they got a measly check for a refund 
on their income tax, more than eaten 
up by the increase that they are facing 
in their prescription drugs and then 
their Medicare premiums. So they bet-
ter check it out. The American people 
understand the country is going in the 
wrong direction and the economy is 
not good. 

But I bring my colleagues good news. 
I have found the people who are bene-
fiting. My husband has a pilot’s li-
cense, so he gets all kinds of mail and 
he got this in the mail, a beautiful pic-
ture of a private jet. And it says on the 
front, ‘‘Bank with it. Land the ulti-
mate tax benefit with a Cirrus high- 
performance aircraft.’’ You look on the 
back and it says, ‘‘Deduct up to 79 per-
cent. Your defining moment is now. 
Better get moving. Take delivery of 
the internationally acclaimed Cirrus 
aircraft before December 31st, 2004, and 
you will be able to take off with more 
than you think. Interested, aren’t you? 
For only $220,000, you can purchase a 
Cirrus srV.’’ That is the low-end Cirrus 
plane. And, it says, ‘‘You must act 
quickly to take advantage of this in-
credible tax advantage. Delivery slots 
are limited for the remainder of 2004,’’ 
and then they cite the Jobs and Growth 
Tax Relief Act of 2003. ‘‘If you ever 
needed an incentive to fly, this is it,’’ 
they say. 

The Jobs and Growth Tax Relief Act 
of 2003, this new law makes the pur-
chase of a new aircraft financially 
more attractive than ever, by pro-
viding increased incentives for new air-
craft purchases delivered before De-
cember 31, 2004. This law allows bonus 
depreciation up to 50 percent off the 
purchase price of the new aircraft, and 
then it talks about additional write- 
offs. 

Anyway, so get out your checkbook; 
$220,000 for a Cirrus srV. Your total 
first-year deduction, first-year deduc-
tion, $172,800, or 79 percent. 

So do not tell me that there are not 
people benefiting from this tax cut. We 
got another ad that my husband cut 
out from Flying Magazine which he 
subscribes to that shows the man with 
his jacket flung over his shoulder com-
ing out of this airplane. I guess this is 
the guy who has benefited or can ben-
efit from the tax cuts. 

Now, you explain to people who do 
not have a job, have been looking for a 
job, who cannot afford that $16,500 bill 
in the emergency room of a hospital, 
who cannot send their child to college, 
who does not have any health benefits 
from the new job that he or she got be-
cause there are not any benefits, why 
this is so doggone important. ‘‘Bank 
with it. Land the ultimate tax benefit 
with a Cirrus high-performance air-
craft.’’ 

These are the people, this is the pri-
ority of this administration, while the 
rest of us, of our I guess not very smart 
constituents who have not figured out 
how great the economy is and are 
struggling every night at their kitchen 

table to figure out just how to make 
ends meet and have a decent life for 
their family. You better believe that 
for most Americans, this means noth-
ing. This is a slap in the face to them. 

We can do better as a country. If 
they think the country is in the wrong 
direction, it is. It is topsy-turvy, when 
we are not looking at those people who 
want an after-school program for their 
child, or want to be able to send their 
kid to college, that we are going to be 
able to provide a 79 percent tax break 
to somebody buying a private jet. 

I thank the gentleman for letting me 
talk about this tonight. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I appre-
ciate the gentlewoman’s comments, be-
cause we need to point to personal ex-
amples to show how the policies of this 
administration are impacting real peo-
ple, and I think that that is really one 
of the best. I am sure that is one of 
those tax loopholes that was put into 
the jobs bill, or whatever that bill was 
called, the tax bill of the Committee on 
Ways and Means at the request of the 
small aircraft companies, and it is just 
incredible. 

I want to yield to the gentleman 
from Maine, but first, one of the people 
that came into my office when I had an 
open house one day, and I said it was 
mostly about health care and the loss 
of health insurance, was a guy from 
Edison, New Jersey, which is my larg-
est town, and he worked for the 
Frigadaire plant, which made refrig-
erators, air conditioners, that kind of 
thing, and the plant closed this year 
and there were 1,500 jobs, they all went 
to China. And he came to my office be-
cause under the Job Retraining Act or 
something that Republicans, whenever 
they pass these trade bills, they say oh, 
do not worry, because we are going to 
provide all kinds of retraining. And as 
my colleagues know, President Bush 
has cut all of the retraining money, so 
whatever was promised out there when 
you lost your job that you are going to 
get retrained, most of that has dis-
appeared. In New Jersey, it has pretty 
much dried up, the Federal dollars. 

So he came in and he actually found 
a job which paid a little less and did 
not have quite the benefits of the one 
he lost, but still was a pretty good job. 
In order to get it, he had to go through 
some training program that was sup-
posedly funded by the Federal Govern-
ment. When he showed up at the train-
ing program, they told him that the 
money had been cut, there was not any 
more money. So he actually lost the 
job. It was an opportunity to find a job 
that paid a reasonable amount, and he 
lost the job because the training 
money was not there. 

Every promise that we get from this 
administration, whether it is prescrip-
tion drugs, or expanded health care, or 
more opportunities for college, or re-
training, if you lose your job, it just all 
ends up being not true. I mean I do not 
know how to say it. I do not want to 
say it is a lie, but it is just not true. 
The funding is not there, the programs 

are not there. It is just a lot of hype, 
and that is what we are getting and 
continue to get from this administra-
tion. But I want to thank the gentle-
woman for providing a really good ex-
ample. Thanks. 

I yield to the gentleman from Maine, 
one of our champions on the health 
care issue. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman from New Jersey for 
holding this Special Order on whether 
or not Americans are better off than 
they were 4 years ago. I particularly 
want to thank the gentlewoman from 
Illinois, because I thought that was a 
great example of how the very wealthi-
est among us can benefit enormously 
from the administration’s tax cuts, and 
yet the rest of the people are basically 
left high and dry. That is why 50 per-
cent of the American people have not 
noticed any benefit at all from the 
Bush tax cuts. 

But that is a very good example, be-
cause it is possible, as we all know in 
politics, to repeat something over and 
over again, even if it is not true, and 
persuade a certain number of people 
that it is. I give my colleagues this ex-
ample. I was coming down from Maine 
on the plane today and talking to the 
fellow on the plane and we got talking 
about these tax cuts which most people 
know are weighted for the wealthiest 
people in this country. And he said, 
Well, but don’t these small business-
men and women, aren’t they the ones 
who create most of the jobs? And you 
realize what the administration has 
been able to do. They have been able to 
hoodwink a certain percentage of the 
American people into believing that 
the very, very wealthiest people in this 
country are the small businessmen and 
women. Well, small businessmen and 
women in my State are not making $1 
million a year. Maybe a few are, and I 
hope we will have more of them. But 
the cold, hard truth is, a lot of them 
are struggling to get by. They are real-
ly struggling with the rapid rise in 
their health care costs, but it simply is 
not true that the Bush tax cuts go to 
the small business community in gen-
eral. 

But what the administration has 
done and what the Republicans in Con-
gress have done is marvelous. They 
have described as a small businessman 
the typical person who is worth a half 
a billion dollars, a half a billion dol-
lars, and just because he or she has 
some investment somewhere in some 
small business, they are described as a 
small businessman. That is what they 
have done to distort the truth. 

If you stand back and go to the ques-
tion that you posed earlier, are most 
Americans better off today than they 
were 4 years ago? That is an appro-
priate question to ask. Because though 
elections are about the future, the 
record of the incumbent is really some-
thing that needs to be examined. The 
President and the congressional Repub-
licans are saying, stay the course. We 
are back on track. The economy is 
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doing well. Well, when the election 
hits, we will still be down a million pri-
vate sector jobs over 4 years. This is 
not a 12-month problem, an 18-month 
problem, it is a 4-year problem. We 
have lost over a million private sector 
jobs during the Bush administration. 
No President since Herbert Hoover, 80 
years ago, no President has had that 
poor of a record on job creation. 

So let us think about this problem 
generally. Do we want to know how the 
economy is doing? Let us talk about 
jobs. We are down a million in the last 
4 years; wages, median incomes in 
terms of real dollars adjusted for infla-
tion are down; and health care. And 
what has happened in health care? Two 
things. The cost of health care, the pre-
miums that people are paying, particu-
larly in the small business community, 
are going up and going up rapidly. In 
my State of Maine, small businessmen 
and women will tell me, their pre-
miums are going up 20, 30 percent a 
year, year after year after year. So 
that is one problem. The second prob-
lem is, we have seen an increase of 5 
million people during George Bush’s 
first term, 5 million people who no 
longer have any health insurance at 
all. Stay the course? Support the Presi-
dent? We are on the right track? It 
makes no sense. 

The cold, hard truth reflected in 
these numbers is that this administra-
tion has paid attention to the stock 
market and to people earning $1 mil-
lion or more a year, tried to provide 
them the benefit and tried to hoodwink 
the rest of the American public into be-
lieving, if only we take care of the very 
wealthy and we give them tax breaks, 
then all of the benefits will trickle 
down and jobs will be created. 

b 2230 

Well, the proof is in the pudding. If 
that strategy made sense, then the 2001 
tax cut and the 2003 tax cut should 
have produced, according to the Presi-
dent’s estimates, according to his 
Council of Economic Advisors, 7 mil-
lion new jobs. And instead we are down 
1 million, more than 1 million. 

So all one has to do is see what they 
promised and look at the results. This 
is not a strategy that worked in the 
1980s; it is not a strategy that is work-
ing today. 

One other factor that ought to be 
thrown in, we have something over 1 
million, 1.2 million, I am not sure of 
the exact number, people who have now 
fallen below the poverty line in the last 
4 years. And we have detected what 
Alan Greenspan calls a softening in the 
economy already. For job creation, this 
year is worse than any single year dur-
ing the Clinton administration. This is 
worse than any single year in the Clin-
ton administration, and this is the 
year of recovery. 

So it is pretty clear when you look at 
the numbers, when you look at the 
record, this administration has an 
abysmal record. And for most Ameri-
cans, staying the course with this ad-

ministration and the Republicans in 
Congress would be a foolhardy under-
taking. And that is why I am so 
pleased that my colleague has held this 
Special Order tonight, because we have 
a lot to say and the numbers, frankly, 
speak for themselves. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman. One of the things, be-
fore me there was a Republican who 
spoke, and somebody that I admire a 
great deal, but he cited the reasons 
why the Republicans feel the economy 
is getting better. And some of them I 
thought were so off base. The one that 
was the most off base was he talked 
about how productivity had increased 
over the last 4 years. And that is true. 
But the problem is it has not benefited 
the worker. 

In other words, when I was home in 
New Jersey, not only did I hear from 
people about how they had lost their 
job or they had lost their health insur-
ance, but I also heard, I found another 
job, I have a job, but I have to work 
harder and I am not getting paid as 
much. And that is the other reality, 
which is that, yes, productivity is 
going up, people are working harder, 
but they are not benefiting from it. 
Their real wages have decreased sig-
nificantly over the last 4 years, and 
they do not have the pension benefits, 
and they do not have the health insur-
ance benefits. 

And my colleague, again, some of the 
things that the Republican colleague 
said I agreed with. He talked about 
character and how important it was for 
people to have good character and a 
sense of responsibility. And I think 
that is all true, but we are talking 
about people who are willing to work, 
in many cases work harder by his own 
acknowledgement than they did 4 years 
ago, but they should benefit from that. 
They should not be faced with less in-
come in real dollars or the inability to 
pay for health insurance. 

It is one thing to talk about char-
acter. I think Americans have a lot of 
character in the sense of responsibility, 
but they just find themselves working 
two jobs and in some cases three jobs 
and not bringing home the same 
amount of money in real terms that 
they were 4 years ago. That is the trag-
edy of it. It really is. 

I yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. ALLEN. Mr. Speaker, I thank 

the gentleman for yielding. I have been 
reading this book called ‘‘The Two-In-
come Trap. Why Middle Class Parents 
Are Going Broke’’ by Elizabeth Warren 
and Amelia Warren Tyagi. There are 
trends going on in our economy, have 
been for some time, that are making 
life very, very hard for middle-income 
Americans. One is the explosion in the 
cost of housing. Absolute explosion. If 
you want to buy a house on a safe 
street in a place where there are good 
schools, you have to pay much, much 
more money than you did 4 years ago, 
10 years ago, 20 years ago. 

Second is the cost of education. 
Whether one is talking about preschool 

or college, the fact is that education 
costs a lot more than it used to, and 
yet it is more critical than ever before. 

And the third is the cost of health 
care. The cost of health care is going 
up in a way that is just putting middle- 
income families right on the financial 
edge. And this is a world that the con-
gressional leadership here, the Repub-
lican leadership and the administration 
just do not understand. And the reason 
I say that is because they never talk 
about it; they never talk about it. 

And their economic policy is not di-
rected at these people; it is directed to 
making sure that the wealthiest people 
in the country get very large tax cuts. 
Hopefully, the theory was, I remember 
when the 2003 tax cut was being de-
bated last year, the theory was if we 
could gin up the stock market, then 
that will lift up the whole economy. 
Well, Main Street is more important 
than Wall Street. It comes down to or-
dinary people earning enough to be 
able to buy the goods that American 
manufacturers and American service 
providers have to offer. 

And what we are seeing with 
outsourcing, with the squeeze and 
downward pressure on wages, more pro-
ductivity as you say, but less hours 
worked and lower wages, now, this is 
really a very, very serious economic 
policy. 

That is why I think that it is time 
for a change in direction in leadership. 

Now, the administration will say 
anything. And what they always say if 
one criticizes their economic policies 
or any other policies they say you are 
being a pessimist. You are being a pes-
simist. So if one points out the truth, 
he is criticized for being pessimistic. 

Frankly, JOHN KERRY has the right 
answer: we can do better. I mean, this 
country can do a lot better for the Re-
publicans in Congress and the adminis-
tration to be satisfied with net nega-
tive job growth over 4 years, with a de-
cline in the median income wage level, 
with a dramatic explosion in the num-
ber of Americans who do not have 
health insurance, and rapidly rising 
premiums for those who do not. That is 
a record of failure. And why any Amer-
ican would vote for those who have es-
poused that kind of record of failure is 
really beyond me. 

We need to have this debate to make 
sure that people understand that what 
they are saying about their economic 
policies is, frankly, not true, not 
grounded in sound economics, but is 
grounded, as it has been in the past, in 
wishful thinking. That if they help the 
very wealthiest, somehow the rest of us 
will benefit. We have had 4 years of it. 
It has not worked. It is time for a 
change. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I want-
ed to mention one other thing. I was so 
glad my colleague mentioned about the 
housing market, because one of the 
other things that the Republican Mem-
ber who preceded us talked about as to 
why things were better was he talked 
about low interest rates and linked 
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that to homeownership. Of course, I am 
not advocating higher interest rates. I 
think that low interest rates are a 
good thing, although they have actu-
ally gone up a little bit in the last cou-
ple of months. But my colleague point-
ed out how often times, and this is cer-
tainly true where I am in my district 
in New Jersey, that people simply can-
not afford the homeownership, even 
with the lower interest rates. 

And what I find is happening where I 
am in New Jersey, I live along the 
coast, so the housing market has got-
ten so ridiculous in terms of the price 
of a home or even an apartment or a 
condo or co-op, that what is happening 
is any new construction is being pur-
chased by people who have a lot of 
money for investment. So the people 
who need a new home are not able to 
afford it, but the people that are buy-
ing the homes are investors, or a condo 
or co-op unit, who then seek to rent it 
out or something. 

And I am not saying this is always 
the case, but my colleague is right 
about the prices for homes. It is just 
completely out of reach. What is hap-
pening is that the people who live in 
my hometown of Long Branch, but it is 
not just Long Branch, are traditionally 
losing their homes and have to leave. 
And I do not know where they are 
going, certainly going to leave the dis-
trict because they simply cannot afford 
the high prices. 

So even though low interest rates 
help many times, they help the 
wealthier person who will buy a second 
or third home rather than the younger 
person who is trying to buy something 
because they cannot afford the prices. 
It is absolutely true. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. Speaker, if I could 
continue that thought, one of the 
points that Elizabeth Warren makes in 
this book, ‘‘The Two-Income Trap. Why 
Middle-class Parents Are Going 
Broke,’’ is that often it takes two in-
comes in order to be able to buy a 
home. But once you have bought the 
home and you have signed the mort-
gage, that is a fixed expense. You can-
not get out of it. It is not discretionary 
income. It is not like cutting back on 
food, skipping going out to a res-
taurant once in a while. These expenses 
have become the most important ex-
penses. 

And the reason why middle-income 
families today have less discretionary 
income than middle-income families 20 
years ago is because their money is all 
tied up in fixed expenses. It may be a 
car payment; it often is a house pay-
ment. One has got to have health in-
surance. Those costs are there. 

And we need a President and we need 
a Congress that will focus on the real 
world, not some dream world which 
does not take account of what is going 
on in the lives of middle-income Amer-
icans. 

I thank the gentleman again for 
holding this Special Order. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for coming. He is always 

out there in front on all the health 
care issues and certainly tonight was 
no different in that respect. 

Mr. Speaker, I wanted to go back to 
this issue that I mentioned a couple 
times this evening about how people 
are working harder but not sharing in 
the gains. And I particularly mention 
this because I guess 2 days ago was 
Labor Day and my Republican col-
league tonight talked about produc-
tivity and increased productivity, that 
that was such a positive value in the 
economy. 

There was an article in the New York 
Times that was actually on Labor Day 
this past Monday, that was essentially 
trying to highlight this issue of in-
creased productivity, or Americans 
working harder but not sharing in the 
gains. It was an op-ed piece by Bob 
Herbert that was entitled ‘‘An Econ-
omy That Turns American Values Up-
side Down.’’ Why Americans are 
‘‘working harder but not sharing in the 
gains.’’ 

I thought that that was so relevant 
because it kind of goes back to the 
whole issue of the middle-class squeeze 
that many of my Democrat colleagues 
were talking about tonight. I just 
wanted to reference certain sections of 
this article by Bob Herbert because I 
thought it was so much on point. 

He begins by saying that the Labor 
Department reported last week that 
144,000 payroll jobs were created in Au-
gust. And he wants to put that, of 
course, in perspective: ‘‘The number 
was below market forecasts. It was also 
below the number of jobs needed to ac-
commodate the growth in the unem-
ployment age population. In short, this 
was not good news. It is only by the di-
minished job creation standards that 
have prevailed since the last recession 
that any positive spin could be put on 
last month’s performance.’’ 

President Bush has been out there 
talking about how great it was that 
these 144,000 jobs were created in Au-
gust. And what Bob Herbert is saying is 
that this is a spin that has been put on 
it when the reality is that over the last 
4 years we have lost so many jobs. 

He says, and I quote again, ‘‘After al-
most 3 years of recovery, our job mar-
ket is still too weak to broadly dis-
tribute the benefits of the growing 
economy. Unemployment is essentially 
unchanged, job growth is stalled, and 
real wages have started to fall behind 
inflation. Prolonged weakness in the 
labor market has left the Nation with 
over 1 million fewer jobs than when the 
recession began.’’ 

Of course, when President Bush first 
took office, this is the worst position 
in terms of recouping lost jobs in any 
business cycle since the 1920s. Essen-
tially we have to go back to Herbert 
Hoover in order to see a situation 
where so many jobs have been lost. 

Then Herbert goes on to say what is 
happening is nothing less than a dete-
rioration in this standard of living in 
the United States. And this is what I 
really wanted to talk about is that re-

gardless of the number of jobs, the bot-
tom line is that the standard of living 
is going down because people have to 
work harder and make less money. 

He says, ‘‘Despite the statistical 
growth in the economy, the continued 
slack in the labor market has resulted 
in a decline in real wages for anxious 
American workers and a marked dete-
rioration in job quality.’’ 

From 2000 through 2003, there was a 
$1,500 loss in median household income, 
or basically a 3.4 percent decrease. We 
have a 3.4 percent loss in real income 
juxtaposed with a jump in produc-
tivity. ‘‘This is the part of the story 
that spotlights the unfairness at the 
heart of the current economic setup in 
the U.S. While workers have been re-
markably productive in recent years, 
they have not participated in the bene-
fits of their own increased produc-
tivity. That does not sound much like 
the American way. 

‘‘Today’s workers have lost power in 
many different ways through the slack 
labor market, government policies that 
favor corporate interests, the weak-
ening of unions, the growth of lower- 
paying service industries, global trade 
capital mobility, the declining real 
value of the minimum wage, immigra-
tion and so on. 

‘‘The end result of all this is a trait 
of American families struggling just to 
hang on rather than to get ahead. The 
benefits of productivity gains in eco-
nomic growth are flowing to profits, 
not worker compensation. The fat cats 
are getting fatter while workers, at 
least for the time being, are watching 
the curtain come down on the heralded 
American dream.’’ 

b 2245 
I mean, I understand what my Repub-

lican colleague said earlier when he 
was trying to paint a rosy picture of 
the economy getting better. I do not 
even think that is true, but the bottom 
line is, regardless of any growth in the 
economy, it is not benefiting the aver-
age worker. That is why when we go 
home, myself and my Democratic col-
leagues, and we hear from our constitu-
ents, they are very pessimistic about 
the future because they realize that 
even if they have a job, that they are 
working harder and not making any 
more money in real terms and the 
prices for everything continue to go up. 

Mr. Speaker, in the time that I have 
left, I just wanted to be critical, be-
cause I do not know how else to put it, 
of the President and the Republican 
convention and the way they portrayed 
the sort of rosy picture about America. 

If you think about it, 24 years ago 
when Ronald Reagan was running for 
President, he asked American people 
the same question that I asked tonight, 
and that is, are you better off today 
than you were 4 years ago, but last 
week at the Republican national con-
vention, every speaker that came to 
the podium simply ignored that ques-
tion. President Bush refused to high-
light any meaningful domestic accom-
plishments in his acceptance speech at 
the Republican convention. 
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My question, Mr. Speaker, is why are 

Republicans so afraid to ask the Amer-
ican people if they are better off than 
they were 4 years ago, and I think that 
the reason is because both the Presi-
dent, as well as the congressional Re-
publicans, are smart enough to realize 
that if they ask the American people 
that question the answer for the most 
part would be a resounding, no, we are 
not better off. This is what my Demo-
cratic colleagues were saying this 
evening. 

In fact, Mr. Speaker, President 
Bush’s leadership on the economy has 
been lacking since the very early days 
of his administration, and I just want 
to get into some of these statistics 
about the job losses because I think 
they are so important. 

As I said, last Friday the Department 
of Labor announced that 144,000 jobs 
were created during the month of Au-
gust. That number is more than 100,000 
jobs fewer than the 250,000 jobs the 
Bush administration estimated would 
be created each month this year. Over 
the last three months, the administra-
tion has not come close to hitting any 
of these estimates. 

President Bush will certainly now be 
the first President since the Great De-
pression, since Herbert Hoover, to have 
lost jobs on his watch. Unless the econ-
omy creates 900,000 over the next few 
months, which is not possible really, 
the President will not have created one 
net job over the last 4 years, and if we 
contrast that with the economic record 
of President Clinton, before President 
Bush, Clinton created more than 20 
million net jobs during his 8 years in 
office. 

It is no wonder that the Republicans 
do not want to talk about their eco-
nomic record and did not talk about it 
last week at the Republican National 
Convention. 

Last year when the President was 
touting another round of his tax cuts, 
which I think clearly benefited the 
elite and more than the average Amer-
ican, the White House predicted that 
the cuts would create 2.1 million jobs 
in the 7 months after the passage of 
that tax cut bill. But what actually 
happened during that period? Only 
296,000 jobs were created, 1.8 million 
short of the President’s prediction. 
There is no indication that the tax cuts 
are helping the economy or that they 
are helping create jobs, none whatso-
ever. 

The economic reports were so bad 
that President Bush’s advisers refused 
to endorse the President’s own Eco-
nomic Report in which the administra-
tion predicted 2.6 million jobs would be 
created this year, and I think it is a 
good thing that the administration 
backed away from those estimates be-
cause there is no way its policies can 
create 2.6 million jobs this year. 

One of my Democratic colleagues to-
night talked about outsourcing, and I 
think that is an important factor in 
the issue of job loss under this adminis-
tration. One of the major reasons for 

the current job recession is the in-
creased exporting of high-paying, white 
and blue collar jobs overseas. 

I mentioned an example with the 
gentleman who came to my office who 
lost his job with Frigidaire, an air con-
ditioning plant in Edison, that basi-
cally moved to Brazil, and we lost 1,500 
jobs in my district. Earlier this year, 
the Ford plant in my district closed, 
leaving more than 900 New Jersey em-
ployees without jobs. 

We do not even hear President Bush 
talking about the outsourcing issue or 
the fact that jobs from New Jersey and 
other States are being shipped over-
seas. Earlier this year, we learned the 
Bush administration views the move-
ment of American factory jobs and 
white collar work to other countries as 
a positive transformation that will, in 
the end, enrich our economy. This is 
the whole free-trade theme, if you will, 
or spin that the President puts on the 
whole issue of jobs going overseas, but 
I mean, the bottom line is our economy 
can continue to grow; but if it does not 
grow by creating jobs here and the jobs 
are created overseas, that seems like 
that is okay with President Bush but it 
is not okay with me. It is certainly not 
okay with my constituents. 

If you listen to what the congres-
sional Democrats and Senator JOHN 
KERRY have been saying, we support 
abolishing tax breaks for companies 
who ship jobs overseas, and I do not 
know what to say. I do not know how 
you force the President to address this 
issue of outsourcing. He simply does 
not want to do it because I do not 
think he thinks that it is really a bad 
thing, and so he is not going to address 
it. 

The other thing I wanted to talk 
about, and I talked about briefly when 
I mentioned this Bob Herbert article, 
about how the jobs that are being cre-
ated, they pay substantially lower than 
the jobs that they replace. If you can, 
imagine losing your job and then 
searching and searching for another 
comparable job, only to realize that 
you are going to have to take a big pay 
cut. Well, that is what constituents 
who came to my office during the Au-
gust break told me that was happening 
to them. 

The new jobs being created are pay-
ing more than $9,000 less than the old 
jobs that they replaced on the average 
in the United States. Families are 
being squeezed by falling incomes and 
rising costs. According to a Census re-
port released last month, the typical 
family’s income has fallen more than 
$1,500 under George Bush, and essen-
tially what you are seeing is Ameri-
cans are worse off today because of the 
President’s economic policies. 

Now, this is not true if you are 
wealthy. If you are a wealthy indi-
vidual, you are doing fine, but it is the 
middle class that is essentially strug-
gling, and instead of coming up with 
proposals that will help the middle 
class, the President chooses tax breaks 
for companies that ship jobs overseas. 

Overall, you end up with a 1.6 million 
job loss. 

I talked tonight about how on many 
fronts we hear from the President or 
from the congressional Republicans 
that they are going to address some of 
these problems and that they are going 
to deal with some of the problems of 
the middle class squeeze. Of course, if 
you listened to President Bush’s ac-
ceptance speech at the Republican Con-
vention, he certainly puts a spin to 
suggest that somehow he is going to 
address health care costs, he is going 
to address the high cost of education, 
he is going to address the need for job 
training when someone loses their job. 

But if you look at the actual record, 
and this happens to be true on so many 
domestic policy issues, you find that, 
in reality, what the Bush administra-
tion says is not what they actually do, 
and I just wanted to give a couple of 
examples that relate back to some of 
the issues that my colleagues men-
tioned tonight, and then I will con-
clude, Mr. Speaker. 

I mentioned the whole job training 
issue, about how the President prom-
ised that there was going to be money 
for job training when people lost their 
jobs. In a second term, this was again 
in the President’s acceptance speech 
last week at the Republican Conven-
tion, the President pledged to ‘‘double 
the number of people served by our 
principal job training program.’’ 

I talked about the guy who worked 
for Frigidaire in my district who was 
not able to get the job training that he 
was promised and ended up not being 
able to get another job when he lost his 
job at Frigidaire. In his 2005 budget, 
that is, the budget that we are now 
working on, the President proposed to 
cut job training and vocational edu-
cation by 10 percent. That is $556 mil-
lion from what Congress pledged to 
those programs in 2002. So the Presi-
dent says in his acceptance speech at 
the Republican Convention that if he is 
re-elected he is going to double the 
number of people served by principal 
job training programs, but his current 
budget proposal would actually cut job 
training by 10 percent. Absolutely in-
consistent. 

He talked in his acceptance speech 
about increased funding for community 
colleges because we know that a lot of 
people who are middle class send their 
kids to community college because 
they cannot afford a 4-year college, not 
to mention private 4-year college. 

Last year, the Bush administration 
proposed cutting the largest direct aid 
initiative to community colleges, the 
Perkins Program for technical voca-
tional training, from $1.3 billion to 
about $1 billion. So here he is again, 
the President is saying in his accept-
ance speech at the Republican Conven-
tion, increased funding for community 
colleges. In reality, his budget that was 
proposed for the next fiscal year cuts 
money for community colleges. 

The biggest program that middle 
class people rely on in terms of direct 
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funding for college education is the 
Pell grant proposal. In his speech he 
pledged to expand Pell grants for low 
and middle income families, but for the 
last 3 years, Bush has proposed freezing 
or cutting Pell grants, and that despite 
pledging in 2002 to raise Pell grants to 
a $1,500 limit, the maximum Pell grant 
is currently $4,050. 

So, again, I can mention the health 
care issues, I could mention Medicare 
prescription drugs, education, job 
training. In every one of these areas, 
every one of these domestic what I 
would call priority areas, if you lis-
tened to the President’s speech last 
week, he said we are going to address 
this and we are going to help the aver-
age American, but in reality, the poli-
cies for the last 3 or 4 years have done 
exactly the opposite. 

Finally, I just want to say, if you lis-
tened to the President’s speech last 
week at the Republican Convention, he 
renewed his calls to make his tax cuts 
permanent. This morning again I lis-
tened to the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. DELAY) talk about how over the 
next few weeks we are going to extend 
the tax cuts. 

The reality is that the only people 
that are going to benefit from these 
policies are high-income households. 
Estimates based on data from the 
Urban Institute, the Brookings Institu-
tion, a tax policy center, show that if 
the tax cuts are made permanent that 
the top one percent of households will 
gain an average of $58,200 a year. By 
contrast, people in the middle of the 
income spectrum will secure just a 2.5 
percent increase in the after-tax in-
come, with average tax cuts of $655, a 
little more than 1/90th of what those in 
the top 1 percent would receive. 

So, again, these tax policies have 
failed. They have not turned around 
the economy. The economy is not im-
proving by any standard. The only peo-
ple that are benefiting from the tax 
policies and the Republican economic 
policies are essentially the very 
wealthy, the people that are in the top 
1 percent income bracket. 

I started out this evening, Mr. Speak-
er, by asking the question, are you bet-
ter off than you were 4 years ago. 
Clearly, the answer is no. 

f 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to: 

Mr. FROST (at the request of Ms. 
PELOSI) for today on account of per-
sonal reasons. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio (at the request of 
Ms. PELOSI) for today on account of a 
family emergency. 

Mr. BALLENGER (at the request of Mr. 
DELAY) for today through September 
20 on account of medical reasons. 

Mr. LUCAS of Oklahoma (at the re-
quest of Mr. DELAY) for today on ac-
count of travel delays. 

Mr. RENZI (at the request of Mr. 
DELAY) for today on account of attend-
ing the funeral of a friend. 

Mr. TAUZIN (at the request of Mr. 
DELAY) for today and the balance of 
the week on account of medical rea-
sons. 

f 

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED 

By unanimous consent, permission to 
address the House, following the legis-
lative program and any special orders 
heretofore entered, was granted to: 

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York) 
to revise and extend their remarks and 
include extraneous material:) 

Mr. HINCHEY, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York, for 5 

minutes, today. 
Mr. BLUMENAUER, for 5 minutes, 

today. 
Ms. WOOLSEY, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. EMANUEL, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. BROWN of Ohio, for 5 minutes, 

today. 
Mr. DEFAZIO, for 5 minutes, today. 
Ms. LEE, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. CONYERS, for 5 minutes, today. 
Ms. KAPTUR, for 5 minutes, today. 
Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas, for 5 min-

utes, today. 
Mr. STRICKLAND, for 5 minutes, 

today. 
Mr. DAVIS of Illinois, for 5 minutes, 

today. 
Mr. MCDERMOTT, for 5 minutes, 

today. 
(The following Members (at the re-

quest of Mr. GINGREY) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:) 

Mr. BURTON of Indiana, for 5 minutes, 
today and September 8. 

Mr. GINGREY, for 5 minutes, today. 
(The following Member (at her own 

request) to revise and extend her re-
marks and include extraneous mate-
rial:) 

Ms. NORTON, for 5 minutes, today. 

f 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED 

A bill, a joint resolution, and concur-
rent resolutions of the Senate of the 
following titles were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and, under the rule, re-
ferred as follows: 

S. 2682. An act to designate the facility of 
the United States Postal Service located at 
222 West 8th Street, Durango, Colorado, as 
the ‘‘Ben Nighthorse Campbell Post Office 
Building’’; referred to the Committee on 
Government Reform. 

S.J. Res. 41. Joint resolution commemo-
rating the opening of the National Museum 
of the American Indian; referred to the Com-
mittee on House Administration. 

S. Con. Res. 109. Concurrent resolution 
commending the United States Institute of 
Peace on the occasion of its 20th anniversary 
and recognizing the Institute for its con-
tribution to international conflict resolu-
tion, referred to the Committee on Inter-
national Relations. 

S. Con. Res. 135. Concurrent Resolution au-
thorizing the printing of a commemorative 
document in memory of the late President of 
the United States, Ronald Wilson Reagan; 
referred to the Committee on Administra-
tion. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 

Mr. Trandahl, Clerk of the House, re-
ported and found truly enrolled bills of 
the House of the following titles, which 
were thereupon signed by the Speaker: 

H.R. 2443. An act to authorize appropria-
tions for the Coast Guard for fiscal year 2005, 
to amend various laws administered by the 
Coast Guard, and for other purposes. 

H.R. 3340. An act to redesignate the facili-
ties of the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 7715 and 7748 S. Cottage Grove Ave-
nue in Chicago, Illinois, as the ‘‘James E. 
Worsham Post Office’’ and the ‘‘James E. 
Worsham Carrier Annex Building’’, respec-
tively, and for other purposes. 

H.R. 3463. An act to amend titles III and IV 
of the Social Security Act to improve the ad-
ministration of unemployment taxes and 
benefits. 

H.R. 4222. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 550 Nebraska Avenue, Kansas City, Kan-
sas, as the ‘‘Newell George Post Office Build-
ing’’. 

H.R. 4226. An act to amend title 49, United 
States Code, to make certain conforming 
changes to provisions governing the registra-
tion of aircraft and the recordation of instru-
ments in order to implement the Convention 
on International Interests in Mobile Equip-
ment and the Protocol to the Convention on 
International Interests in Mobile Equipment 
on Matters Specific to Aircraft Equipment, 
known as the ‘‘Cape Town Treaty’’. 

H.R. 4327. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 7450 Natural Bridge Road in St. Louis, 
Missouri, as the ‘‘Vitilas ‘Veto’ Reid Post Of-
fice Building’’. 

H.R. 4417. An act to modify certain dead-
lines pertaining to machine-readable, tam-
per-resistant entry and exit documents. 

H.R. 4427. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 73 South Euclid Avenue in Montauk, New 
York, as the ‘‘Perry B. Duryea, Jr. Post Of-
fice’’. 

H.R. 4613. An act making appropriations 
for the Department of Defense for the fiscal 
year ending September 30, 2005, and for other 
purposes. 

H.R. 4842. An act to implement the United 
States-Morocco Free Trade Agreement. 

H.R. 4916. An act to provide an extension of 
highway, highway safety, motor carrier safe-
ty, transit, and other programs funded out of 
the Highway Trust Fund pending enactment 
of a law reauthorizing the Transportation 
Equity Act for the 21st Century. 

H.R. 5005. An act to make emergency sup-
plemental appropriations for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2004, for additional dis-
aster assistance. 

f 

SENATE ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 

The SPEAKER announced his signa-
ture to enrolled bills of the Senate of 
the following titles: 

S. 2712. An act to preserve the ability of 
the Federal Housing Administration to in-
sure mortgages under sections 238 and 519 of 
the National Housing Act. 

f 

BILLS PRESENTED TO THE 
PRESIDENT 

Jeff Trandahl, Clerk of the House re-
ports that on July 22, 2004, he presented 
to the President of the United States, 
for his approval, the following bills: 

H.R. 1303. To amend the E-Government Act 
of 2002, with respect to rulemaking authority 
of the Judicial Conference. 
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